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Box No. I 



Basis of this opinion 



1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 
the international application in the language in which it was filed 

the translation of the international application into 



□ 



, which is the language of a 



translation furnished for the purposes of international search (Rule 12.3(a) and 23. 1(b)). 



2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 

| j a sequence listing 

| | tablets) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 
| | on paper 

| | in electronic form 

c. time of filing/furnishing 

| | contained in the international application as filed 

| | filed together with the international application in electronic form 

| , | furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search 

3. | | In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table(s) relating thereto has been filed or 

furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 
filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 



4. Additional comments: 
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PCT/JP2006/302617 


Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43bis.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 


citations and explanations supporting such statement 




1. Statement 




Novelty (N) Claims '1"11 


YES 


Claims 


NO 


Inventive step (IS) claims 3, 8~11 


YES 


Claims If 2, 4-7 


NO 


Industrial applicability (IA) claims 1 — 1 1 


YES 


Claims 


NO 




2. Citations and explanations: 




Document 1: 




Microfilm of the specification and drawings annexed to the request of Japanese Utility 


Model Application No. 72642/1983 (Laid-open No. 176771/1984), 


(Mitsubishi Electric Corp.) 




26 November 1984, Page 4, lines 2 to 19; Figs. 3 and 4 (Family: none) 


Document 2: 




Microfilm of the specification and drawings annexed to the request of Japanese Utility 


Model Application No. 171032/1982 (Laid-open No. 76074/1984), 


(Morimatsu Denshi Kogyo Kabushiki Kaisha) 




23 May 1984, Page 1, line 19 to page 2, line 2; Fig. 1 (Family: none) 


Document 3: 




JP 2004-98174 A (Fanuc Ltd.), 




02 April 2004, Fig. 2 




& US 2004/52630 Al , Fig. 2, 




&EP 1396314 Al,Fig. 2 




Document 4: 




JP 2003-25270 A (Nachi-Fujikoshi Corp.), 29 January 2003, 




Paragraph 0014; Fig. 1 (Family: none) 




Document 5: 




JP 11-129070 A (Kawasaki Heavy Industries, Ltd.), 18 May 1999, 


Paragraph 0008; Fig. 1 (Family: none) 
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Supplemental Box 

In case the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient. 
Continuation of: BOX V 

The inventions of claims 1 , 4, and 5 do not appear to involve an inventive step based on 
documents 1 and 2 cited in the ISR. Adopting the connector described in document 2 in 
place of the terminal block described in document 1 would be easy for a person skilled in the 
art. 

The invention of claim 2 does not appear to involve an inventive step based on documents 1 
to 3 cited in the ISR. Adopting the connector described in document 2 in place of the 
terminal block described in document 1 would be easy for a person skilled in the art. 
Connection of the plurality of external devices described in document 4 to the robot 
described in document 1 also would be easy for a person skilled in the art. 

The invention of claim 6 does not appear to involve an inventive step based on documents 1, 
2, and 4 cited in the ISR. Adopting the connector described in document 2 in place of the 
terminal block described in document 1 would be easy for a person skilled in the art. 
Further, using the cable having a plurality of wire types as described in document 5, in place 
of the cable of the robot described in document 1 also would be easy for a person skilled in 
the art. 

The invention of claim 7 does not appear to involve an inventive step based on documents 1 
to 3 cited in the ISR. For the robot described in document 1, the connection between inside 
cable and external devices can be changed by changing the connection at the terminal block. 
Then adopting the connector described in document 2 in place of the terminal block 
described in document 1 would be easy for a person skilled in the art. Connecting the 
plurality of external devices described in document 3 to the robot described in document 1 
also would be easy for a person skilled in the art. 

The inventions of claims 3 and 8 to 1 1 are not described in any one of the documents 
cited in the ISR, and they are not obvious to a person skilled in the art. 
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